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* LOW WATER SALES

JAN I FEB | MAR T APR | MAYIl JUNT JUL | AUG | SEPT! OCT | NOV |

= 1000

DEC




Salton dea (@ Fi1g Iree John

-225.70

-226.20 ;-

-226.70

-2277.20

-227.70

¥
i
!

4.29 INCHES RAIN
FIRST 60 DAYS

1993 ENDED C.7 FOOT HIGHER

wr

1 FOOT = 250,000 AF
DISCHARGE BELOW DROP 1 = 118,000 AF
GILA FLOODING - MEXICO DISCHARGED
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""DRAINS"

IMPACTS:

1. SURFACE
SUBSURFACE
MAINTENANCE

ADDITIONAL PUMPING
ON-FARM IMPACTS

(55 S N S A



"DRAINS"

SOLUTIONS:

23 PUMP STATIONS AT
END OF DRAINS TO ALLOW
REDUCTION OF COSTS.



"DRAINS"

COSTS:
PUMICE $ 606,000
VAIL 210,135
21 OTHERS 2,183,865

TOTAL $3,000,000



IIDRAIN I

SCHEDULE:

1. "IMMEDIATE START DUE TO
CRITICAL LEVELS OF THE

SEA.

2. COMPLETE WITHIN TWO
YEARS.



I!DRAINI!

DREDGING:
BUILD UP BANKS

COST - PART OF ON-
GOING MAINTENANCE

SCHEDULE OVER TIME
DEPENDENT ON CONCERN



"DIKES"
IMPACTS:-

LIMITS DISTRICT
LIABILITY.

10



"DIKES"
SOLUTIONS:

TAKE OVER MAINTENANCE
AND OPERATION OF ALL
DIKES.

BRING UP TO UNIFORM
STANDARD.

11



IIQIK :5!!

COST:..

1. $3,000,000 - RAISE AND
PROTECT DIKES
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nDIKES"
SCHEDULE:
1. ONE YEAR COMPLETION
2. PRIORITIES:
oWEST FACING DIKES
oEAST FACING DIKES
—eBALANCE - - - -

SALTSEA.FUL(6)
1116/94
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COST FOR SALTON SEA DRAIN

IMPROVEMENTS
DRAIN CAPITAL COST
Pumice Drain System $606,000
Vail Cut-Off System $210,135
Vail 2-A $ 85,215
Vail 3 $ 85,215
Vail 5 $ 77,500
Vail 5-A $112,500
Trifolium No., 1 System $182,810
Trifolium No. 9 $110,745
Trifolium No. 10 $105,915
Trifolium No. 11 $103,615
Trifolium No. 12 $122,300
Trifolium No. 13 ’ ' $ 82,340
Trifolium No. 14-A $ 80,905
Trifolium No. 18 $ 80,905
Trifolium No. 19 $ 97,865
Trifolium No. 20 $ 88,725
Trifolium No. 21 $101,315
Trifolium No. 22 $123,030
Trifoljum No. 23 $131,080
Trifolium Storm Drain $102,525
San Felipe Wash $ 89,875
Poe Drain $ 82,340
Contingency 5% $137,145
TOTAL. .. $3,000,000

SALTSEA. FUL(6)
11/16/94
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DESIGN/CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
FOR SALTON SEA DRAIN

IMPROVEMENTS
DESIGN CONSTRUCT TON CONSTRUCTION
DRAIN . |, _MILES L COMPLEIE _ START COHPLE{E____
Pumice Drain
System 11.00 12/12/94 04/10/95 10/20/85
Vail Cut-Off
System 8.5 02/27/95 06/26/95 12/22/95
Vail 2-A 0.75 03/10/95 07/17/95 01/26/96
Vail 3 0.75 03/10/95 07/17/95 01/26/96
Vail 5 2.00 03/24/95 07/31/95 02/23/96
Vail 5-A 1.50 03/24/95 07/31/95 02/23/96
Trifolium No. 1
System 2.00 04/14/95 08/21/95 04/19/96
Trifolium No. 9 1.50 04/14/95 08/21/95 04/19/96
Trifolium No. 10 1.50 04/14/95 08/21/95 04/19/96
Trifolium No. 11 2.00 | 05/05/95 09/11/95 06/21/96
Trifolium No. 12 2.50 05/05/95 09/11/95 06/21/96
Trifolium No. 13 0,50 05/05/95 09/11/95 06/21/96
Trifolium No.
14-A 0.25 05/05/95 09/11/95 06/21/96
Trifolium No. 18 0.25 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium No. 19 0.50 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium No. 20 0.25 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium No. 21 1.00 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium No. 22 2.00 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium No. 23 1.75 05/26/95 10/02/95 08/23/96
Trifolium Storm 1.00 06/09/95 10/16/95 10/25/96
Drain
San Felipe Wash 0.50 06/08/95 10/16/95 10/25/96
Poe Drain 1.50 06/09/95 10/16/95 10/25/96

SALTSEA.FUL(&)
11/16/94
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SALTON SEA DIKE IMPROVEMENTS

COST TO UPGRADE DIKES

EARTHWORK 376,000 c.v. AT $3/c.v. $1,128,000
RIpraAP 41,600 c.y. AT 45/c.v. _ 1,872,000
TOTAL. ... ., $3,000,000
- DESIGN/CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
| PROJECT ConsTRUCT.
Compeerty By Dt Compirer
Reach 1 02/13/95 03/06/95 04/03/95 12/11/95
REAcH 2 03/13/95 04/03/95 06/05/95 12/11/95
REacH 3 04/17/95 05/01/95 07/03/95 12/11/95
REacH 4 05/15/95 06/05/95 08/07/95 12/11/95

SALTSEA.FUL(H)
11/16/%4
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SALTON SEA DIKE
>vvzoxnz>am AFFECTED LENGTHS

¥

LENGTH ALoNGg DIKE

(MILE)
1D 6
ELMORE M 8
OTHER | 2
y TOTAL MILES... 16

SALTSEA.FUL(6)
11/16/94
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WHY DO A
DRAIN WATER QUALITY PROGRAM?

HORIZON ISSUES:

1. CLEAN WATER ACT
REAUTHORIZATION IN PROGRESS

2. COASTAL ZONE ACT REAUTHORIZATION

AMENDMENTS OF 1990
MANDATES EPA TO ADDRESS NPS

POLLUTION FOR AGRICULTURE (IID
IS A TAC MEMBER)

3. INLAND SURFACE WATERS PLAN
RE-WRITE IN PROGRESS

4. SELENIUM ISSUE

5. FUTURE EIR/EIS REPORTS IN AREA
MUST ADDRESS

18



CURRENT ISSUES:

1.

NON COMPLIANCE WITH REGIONAL
WATER QUALITY BOARD'S BASIN PLAN

ALAMO RIVER WATER TOXICITY
TESTING

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT
STORM WATER QUALITY ISSUES-

19



EPA/STATE BOARD/REGIONAL BOARD
3. TIER APPROACH .TO ADDRESSING
NPS POLLUTION

1. VOLUNTARY APPROACH'WW

2. COMMAND AND CONTROL (WDRs)
3. CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

20
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IMPERIAL TRRIGATION DISTRICT
DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

ELEMENTS OF THE PLAN

REDUCE SILT LOAD IN THE DRAINS QF IID

1.1 MEASUREMENT POINT FOR PLAN IS ALAMO RIVER
AT THE SALTON SEA

IMPLEMENT A WATER QUALITY MONITORING PROGRAM

2.1 INFLOW MONITORING

2.2
SOUTH CENTRAL DRAIN AT ALAMO RIVER
HOLTVILLE MAIN DRAIN AT ALAMO RIVER
TRIFOLIUM 12 DRAIN AT THE SALTON SEA
GREFESON DRAIN NEAR OUTLET TO NEW RIVER
ALAMO RIVER AT GARST ROAD
NEW RIVER AT USGS GAUGING STATION

CHRONIC TOXICITY TESTING

BIOLOGICAL TESTING

SEDIMENT TESTING

SIS N
U ab e

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs) ON FARM

PREPARE WORKPLAN TO TEST & IMPLEMENT 2 BMPs

WITHIN 4 MONTHS
3.3 IF SUCCESSFUL, IMPLEMENT VALLEY WIDE WITHIN

REASONABLE TIME PERIOD
3.4 QUANTIFY RESULTS OF ABOVE

BMPs EDUCATION PROGRAM

4.1 WITHIN ONE YEAR

DELINEATION OF MAJOR DRAINS

MONITOR FLOW IN TEN LARGEST DRAINS
IDENTIFY ALL WATER SOURCES IN DRAIN
DELINEATE WATERSHED BOQUNDARIES
WITHIN ONE YEAR

U1
WA P

21

DRAIN WATER SAMPLING (FOUR DRAINS & TWO RIVERS)

IDENTIFY ALL APPLICABLE BMPs WITHIN 3 MONTHS



Sample Analyses
Jonas & Stokes

LD,
WATER USER COST

i
]
|
H
1
}
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Year 1

. $133000
$127,000
$160,000

$420,000

* Varlous Staff Tims
DS, WR, PM, PTS
PO

® Support Services
Engr, Drafting,
Clerical

® Sampling &
Monitoring Equipment

Estimated Cost

Year 2

$100,000
$75,000
$250,000

t

$425,000+

® Same As Year 1
but Lesser Demand

* Hiro/Reassign 2
Staff Members
Full Time

* Dovolop Oporational
& Maintenance BMP's
Internally

Year 3

$100,000
$25,000
$300,000

*

$425 000+

¢ Same As Year 1
bul Lesser Dsmand

* Hira/Reassign
Addltional Staff
To Overses & Monltor

BMP Implementation
Program

#* Does Not Includs Any Money
For Installing BMP Programs
On-Farm, Off-Farm, In-Stream

22
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DISTRICT

B
iy’ IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

POWIR

Cost of Funding
Salton Sea/Water Quality Projects

- Emergency Program

1995 - 1997

Dikes $3.3M
e _Pumps $3.5M

Water Quality $1.3M

Total $8.1M

23



IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Budget Overview

1995
REVENUES ..uvvveeeeeannaen. $42,300,000
Restricted Reserves....... 6,000,000
Expenditures ............... 40,900,000

(w/o Salton Sea/drain/water quality projects)

Net Available for Salton Sea
PTOJECES .oecvmiiienieninen. $1,400,000

Note: Assume same budgets for 1996 & 1997

24



B
e f4 IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Funding Options A
1995 - 1997
Normal Operating Budget $4.2 M
Reserves $3.9 M
Total for SS/Drains $8.1 M

Note: « Lowers the Reserves
« Emergency expenditures
- Lower than budgeted water sales

» No vehicle & equipment replacement
» Lawsuits

25
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S IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

POWER

k)

Funding Option B
1995 - 1997

Normal Operating Budget $4.2M
MWD Indirect Funds $2.7M

(1/2 Interest only)
Total $6.9M

Note:

» Short of needed funding
» Principal withdrawal would reduce available

reserves for future
- Unexpected contigencies and affect the growth

of the Indirect Fund

26



IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Funding Option C
1995 - 1997

Normal Operating Budget $4.2M
$ .50/Acre-Foot Increase $3.9M
Total $8.1M
Note:
- Will provide funding for ongoing operation &

maintenance
- Will provide long-term funding for water quality

contingencies

27



Schedule of action by the Board
at November 22, 1994 meeting

« Staff will recommend $ .50/AF increase

1n water rate

* Board approval of Three-Year Plan to
address emergency measures at Salton Sea

and ongoing water quality concerns

28






oS5, CL/

& So. 2/
IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT
/ MEMORANDUM
\/FO Acting Manager, Water Dept. DATE September 21, 1995
FROM Environmental Resources Speclalist
COPIES Mr. Clinton
Mr.Remington DEPARTMENT External Affairs
SdemMioore
L. Ereti SUBJECT Ag Drain Ponding Project

7-@A

Attached for your files is a copy of the Final Negalive Declaration for the Agricultural Drain Ponding
Project, filed with the Imperial County Clerk and the State Clearinghouse on September 8, 1995.
The original has been sent to mails and files. The filing of this document completes California
Environmental Quality Act requirements. Mr. Remington will continue fo work with the Army Corps

of Engineers regarding permits for this project. Please phone me {ext. 7245) or Mr. Remington {(ext.
71498) with any guestions.

ui_@zzz—cza@m)

PATTI WILSON




,j‘;\lotice of Determination Form C

To X Office of Planning & Research : From. Imperial Irrigation District
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 333 East Barioni Blvd.

Sacramento, CA 95814

X County Clerk
County of Imperiat
939 Main Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Subject.

Fiing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

Agricultural Drain Ponding Project

Project Title

85071100 Michel D. Remington 519/339-8149

State Clearinghouse Number Lead Agency Area Code/Telephone/Ext
(LF subsmitted 1o Clearinghouse) Contact Person

Rural areas of Imperial County
Project Location (include county)

Project Description: as a measure to offset the rising level of the Safton Sea, the Imperial Irrigation District wilt consiruct, operate, and maintain
six {6) evaporation ponds al the fower end of five {5) agriculturat drains prior to their discharging into the Mew or Alamo Rivers  The pended water surfaces will
range from 15 o BO acres in size and store anywhere from 30-500 acre-fest per site

This is to advise that the _ [mperal lrrigation District has approved the above described project on
B fead Ageney [ Responsible AgLncy
Se¢otember 5, 1995 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project:
Datej

1. The project [0 will & will not) have a significant effect on the environment.
1. U An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA
& A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

Mitigation measures (0 were & were not) made a condition of the approval of the project

i

4 A statement of Overriding Considerations {03 was & was not] adopted for this project

e

Findings [0 were & were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA

This is 1o certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval is available to the General Public at:

Imperial Irtigation District, Operating Headquarters, 333 East Wperial, CA 92251
B ‘

ry
- SEP 10585

%% éi////(ﬁ . September 5_%95 FILE DGen Manager

=, Taunty Tletk -
Date % mpectl Gocrty. Title
\{2‘9 Caifomia
OIS roEN

Signature (Public Agency)

Date received for filing at OPR: (a:nod frm)



Imperial Irrigation District

Final Negative Declaration
Agricuftural Drain Ponding Project
Imperial County, California

SCH No. 95071100

Imperial irrigation District
3373 East Barioni Bivd.
Imperial, CA 92251

September |, 1995



Final Negative Declaration

The Proposed Negative Dedaration for the Agricultural Drain Ponding Project was
prepared for public review in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act and
was circulated through the State Clearinghouse to the appropriate agencies. Copies of the
Proposed Negative Declaration were made available at local public libraries and were also
mailed directly to adjacent land owners.

The public cormment period closed on August 24, 1995, Ten letters were received and
are contained in Attachment E of this document. All comments are responded to in
Attachment E. In some cases the body of the Negative Declaration has been modified to
reflect comments received (identified in italics). This Final Negative Dedlaration represents
the completion of the proposed document and has been prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act.
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.0 Project Description

The Impenial Irrigation District (1ID) proposes to construct, operate, and maintain six {6) evaporauon
ponds at the lower end of five (5) agricultural drains prior to their discharging into the New or Alamo
Rivers, The ponded water surfaces will range from 15 to 80 acres in size and store anywhere from 30 -
500 acre-feet per site. Depending on site topography, some sites may have multiple ponds, piggy-
backed in succession, to increase water surface area and minimize construction costs.

Ernbankments for the ponds will be constructed from native upland rmaterial(s) found at the project sites
It should be undersiood that these ponds will be constructed as "low-through” pond systerms.

2.0  Project Loction
Generally, all sites will be in the historic 1905 floodplain of the New and Alamo Rivers (Attachment B).

Ponds would be constructed on lands that historically have been idle or never developed by agricutture
within these river bottoms.  Ponds would be constructed either on private property under an agreement
with liD; on lands owned by HD; or on lands mutually shared by 11D and adjacent landowners under an

agreement
Specific sites are (see Attachment B):

> RICE 3 DRAIN - Approximately 58 acres located within portions of Lots 4 & 5 Section 4,
portions of Lots 6 & 7 Section 5, and Portions Tract 149, Section 5, all in the New River basin,

T IS5, R I3E

> ROSE OUTLET - Approximately 76 acres located within portions of NI /2 Tract |71 & E V4
Lot 31, Section 7, and Portions of E1/2 Lot 32, SELENIUM 40 acs. Tract 277, and the SW 40
acs. Tract 170, Section 6, all in the Alamo River basin, T. 145, R I5E.

- BRYANT DRAIN - Approximately 32 acres iccated within a portion of W2, SW 80 acs. of the
Alamorio Tract, T 13/14S., R I5E

> JONES DRAIN - Approximately |5 acres located within a portion of Tracts 170. 169-A,
Section 3, East of Jones Drain the Alamo River, T. 135, R. [4 E.

» GREESON DRAIN @ NEW RIVER - Approximately 32 acres located within a portion of Tracts
166 & 200, Sections 19 & 20, all in the Greeson Drain Basin, T. 165, R 13 E.

> GREESON DRAIN @ SCHANIEL RD. - Approximately forty acres located within a portion of
Tract 205, Section 30, a portion of Tract 204, Section 29 & 30, a portion of Lot 27, Section 29,
and Lot 4, Section 32, all in the Greeson Drain Basin, T. 16 5.,R 13 E.



3.0  Project Objectives

The rmain objective of the proposed Agricultural Drain Ponding Project is to offset the rising leve! of the
Salton Sea, the repository for agricultural drainage in the Imperial and Coachella valleys. /D has been
working in an ermergency status since the first of this year in an effort to raise existing dikes surrounding
the Salton Sea in order to prevent the further inundation of property. Although the Agricuftural Drain
FPonding Project is not part of this emergency effort, the intent of the project is to create a greater surface
area for evaporation of drainage water to occur before the water is returned to the New or Alarmo Rivers
and subsequently into the Salton Sea.

Similar projects that have been constructed by 11D in the past are the Fig Drain in the mid -1970s and
the Peach Drain Desiltation Demonstration Project in 1992, The Fig Drain Project was monitored by
the Regional Water Quality Control Board during the /9805 and provides important fish and bird habitat
Data from this monitoning is afixed as Attachment C. :

4.0 Discussion of Impacts

The foliowing is a discussion of potential project impacts identified in the Initial Study. Because it has been
determined, based upon the Initial Study that the proposed project will not have a significant impact on
the envircnment and requirements have been placed on the praject to reduce or avoid identified effects,
no specific mitigation measures will be required as a condition of project approval. The discussion has
been provided pursuant to Section {5063 (Initiai Study) of the CEQA guidelines.

> EARTH . The proposed project will result in excavation and overcovering of soils. Earthwork that
will disrupt and displace soils will be required to create drain ponds It is anticipated that effective
embankment heights will range between 2 to 10 feet. Minor seil erosion from wind and water
may cccur during and after construction. A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Stormwater Poliution Prevention Plan will be required because an area greater than five
acres will be disturbed by construction.  This impact has been determined not to be significant
because the total area of impact is minor when compared to the total area within the floodplain.

The creation of pond embankments and associated excavation to build them will cause a minor
change in the local topography and existing surface relief features. This change may have a
secondary beneficial impact by converting the low habitat value vegetation to a more valuable
marsh environment.

The Imperal Valley drainage systern has a considerable silt load. therefore, ponds on occasion may
have to be cleaned due to deposition of silt. This impact is considered insignificant and may be
beneficial by reducing the amount of silt load downstrearn of ponds as welf as in the Salton Sea.
The HD is currently implermenting a Drainwater Quality Improvement Program to address
sediment reduction in the drains  This is in cooperation with the Regional Water Quality Control
Board

g WATER  The goal of the proposed project is to offset the rising level of the Salton Sea by
evaporating water before it enters the Sea, thus creating a change in the amount of surface water
in downstream drains (New and Alamo Rivers) and in the Safton Sea. This is considered a
beneficial impact

L



It Is anticipated that a secondary benefit would be a measurable improvement in the drain water

quality entering the New and Alamo Rivers from these ponded drains This is supported by the

data collectad in the 19805 by the Regional Water Quality Control Board of the inflow and outflow

of the Fig Evaporation Pond currently operating at the outlet of the Fig Drain.  Attachment O
contans the Drain Water Quality Improvement Flan (DWQOIF), Monitoring and Reporting Frogram
adopted by the D Board of Directors. All five drains included in this project will be added to the

DWGQGIP.  In addivion, all ponds will incorporate a bypass systern such that no water will flow
through the ponds during the cleaning process. This design will elimunate the possibility of
downstrearn environmental impacts that could resuft from the silt removal operation.

PLANT LIFE. Preliminary site surveys indicated that vegetation at all sites is predominantly
saltcedar, 7amarx rarmostssir chinensss, an exotic species which is detrimental to native plant
species and decreases habitat value. Other vegetation present at the sites include scattered
mesquite and phragmites. Implementation of the proposed project wouid result in a reduction in
the acreage, by flooding, of saticedar. Although a few mesquite trees would also be flooded and
lost, the overall impact is considered beneficial because of the decrease in saltcedar.

By ponding the proposed sites, a barrier to the normal replenishment of saltcedar may oceur,
however, this is not considered a significant impact due to the present abundance of the species
and its being a non-native species.

ANIMAL LIFE Because the proposal will result in the flooding of fand, some animals (such as
rodents and reptiles) currently inhabiting the site may not be able to abandon the site. However,
we believe that creation of these ponds will enhance fishery and bird habitat, by creating nesting,
feeding, and loafing sites.  The five drains included in this project have been added to the DWQIP
(Attachment D) and will be watched closely for impacts to wildiie

NOISE  The proposed project will generate an increase in existing noise levels in surrounding
areas during project construction. Al sites are in rural areas. This is not considered a significant
impact as construction noise constitutes a short-term effect that will terminate upon completion
of project construction. No significant noise receptors are present in the project area  In addition.
temporary increases in noise levels are expected to be within normal imits and alt equipment will
operate under the applicable State of California vehicle noise attenuation standards. Compliance
with these standards, as well as the standards imposed by the County of Imperial, will ensure that
construction noise impacts on surrounding areas are not significant

HUMAN HEALTH Because the ponds will periodically have to be cleaned due to siltation, people
have the potental to be exposed to sediments which may or may not contain some levet of
chemicals {pesticides, fertilizer, etc). These sediments are of basically the sarme composition as
the existing soils of agricuftural crops within the imperial Valley  There is no documented evidence
of human health effects from sediments cleaned from drains and applied to drain banks. This
impact is considered minirmal and insignificant. Human contact with drain water through recreation
is also a possible impact  However, this is considered an insignificant impact  Agricultural drains in
the Imperial Valley have REC| and REC2 beneficial use designations under the Water Quality
Control Pian for the Colorado Rwver Basin administered by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, and are regularly ished  The proposed ponds are at the ends of existing drains where



potential for contact already exists.

» RECREATION. Creation of these ponds may provide opportunities for fishing and bird watching
This is considered an insignificant but beneficial impact.

- CULTURAL RESOURCES. References axist which indicate fishing use of the New River by ancient
Yuman or Cahuilla Indians. Some cultural resource artifacts may be present. A Staff member
holding a cultural resource survey permit will survey the sites prior to construction. Appropriate
agencies will be notified of cultural resource finds.

5.0  Findings
Pursuant to the State of California Public Resources Code and the"Guidelines for Implerentation of the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970," as amended, a Draft Negative Decdlaration is hereby made

on the Agricuiturat Drain Ponding Project.

Based on the attached Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, it has been determined that construction
of the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the environment. Requirements have been
placed on this project to reduce or avoid all identified effects to a level of insignificance. Therefore, no
specific mitigation measures have been placed on the proposed project.



6.0 Public

»

Review

This environmental docurnent will be filed with the Assistant Secretary to the Board of
Directors and posted for public review at the Executive Offices of the Imperial Irrigation
District located at {284 Main Street, El Centro, California, as of july 25, 1995  This
docurnent has also been filed with the California Office of Planning & Research, State
Clearinghouse, to be distributed to reviewing agencies

A notice that the Negative Dedaration will be considered for approval at the Septernber
5, 1995 regular meeting of the Board of Directors will be published in the Imperial Valley
Press prior to that meeting

This Proposed Negative Dedaration is available to the public at the Brawley, Calexico,
Calipatria Meyer Memorial, E! Centro, Holtville, and Imperial Public libraries

Members of the public may appear before the Board of Directors to present their views
at the August 22, 1995 meeting and also at the Septermnber 5, 1995 meeting prior to the
Board's determination to approve or disapprove the Negative Dedaration and the
project.

July 26, 1995
Date Proposed Negative Declaration
filed with Assistant Secretary to the
Board of Directors

7.7.95~

FILED Date Final Negative Declaration
filed with Assistant Secretary to the

Board of Directors

SEP 08 1995

RPN Inp—
Q“&Mﬂ@w«w\&/ 2/ | i Sz

s General Manager
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Initial Study and Checklist

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

SECTION |,

Title of Proposal: Agricultural Drain Ponding Project
Date Checklist Submitted: July 12, 1996

Agency Requiring Checklist: Imperial Irrigation District
Lead Agency: Imperial Irrigation District

Agency Address; 333 East Barioni Blvd.

City/State/Zip: Imperiai, CA 92253

Agency Contact: Michel Remington, Environmental Compliance Coordinator Phone: (619)339-9149

SECTION 1.

Project Description: As a measure to offset the rising level of the Salton Sea, the Imperial Lrigation District (IID}) is proposing to
“pond-up™ some of their agricultural drains prior to their discharging into the New or Alamo Rivers A similar type project was constructed
by the IID in Lhe mid 1970's al the outlet of the Fig Drain.

Generally, ali sites will be in the historic 1905 floodplain of the New and Alamo Rivers Ponds will be constructed on lands that historically
have bexn idle or never developed for agriculture within these river bottoms. Ponds would be constructed either on private property under an
agreement with [ID; on lands owned by IID; or on lands mutually shared by 11D and adjacent landowners under an agreement.

Embankments for the ponds would be constructed fom native upland material(s) found in these flocd plains. [t should be understood that these
ponds wili be constructed as “flow-through™ pond systems. That is, the intent is to creale greater surface area for evaporation to occur before
the water i1s discharged to the New or Alamo Rivers

Embankment heights will vary depending on the topography of each site. [Lis anticipated lo maintain the effective embankment heights within
the range of 2 lo 10 feet.

Based on preliminary site investigation work, the effected ponded water surfaces will range from 15 to 100 acres in size and store anywhere
from 30-1000 acre-feet per site Depending on site topography, some sites may have mulliple ponds, piggy-backed in succession, to increase
water surface area and minimize construction costs

ANPONDCHK LST



SECTION I, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
{As required by CEQA, an explanation of all “yes™ and "maybe” answers are provided in Section IV, including & discussion
of ways to mitigate the significant effects identified.]

Yes | Maybe No

1. EARTH. Will the proposal resultin:

al Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic substructures? X

b} Disruptions, displacements, compaction or overcovering of the soil? X

¢} Change in topography or ground surface relief features? X

d) The destruction, covering or modification of any unigue geologic or physical X
features?

e} Any increase in wind or water erosion of scils, either on or off the site? X

f} Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, X
deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed
of the ocean or any hay, inlet or lake?

g} Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards, such as earthquakes, X
tandslides, mudslides, ground failure, or sirnilar hazards?

2. AR, Will the proposal result in,

a) Substantial air emissions or deterioration of ambient air quality? X
b} The creation of objectionable odors? x
¢} Alteration of air movement, moisture, or temperature, or any change in climate, X

either locally or regionally?

3. WATER. Wil the proposal result in:

a) Changes in currents, or the course of direction of water movements, in either X
marine or freshwaters?

b) Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface X
runoff?

c) Alterations to the course or flow of {lood waters? X
d) Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body? X

a) Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, X

including, but not limited to, temperature, dissolved oxygen or turbidity?

fi Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of ground waters? X
gl Change in the guantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or X
withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations?

h] Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water X
supplies?

1} Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as flooding or tidal X
waves?

ANPONDCHEKLST



Yes | Maybe No
4. PLANT LIFE. Wil the proposal result in:
al Change in the diversity of species, or number or any species of plants (including X
trees, shrubs, grass, crops, and aguatic plants)?
b} Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species of planis? X
¢} Introduction of new species of plants into &n area, or in a barrier to the normal X
repienishment of existing species?
d} Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop? X
5. ANIMAL LWE. Wil the proposal result in:
al Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals {birds; X
land animals, including reptiles; fish and shellfish, benthic organisms or insec:s)?
b} Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species or animais? X
c! Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in 8 barrier to the X
migration or movement of animals?
d} Detericration to existing fish or wildiife habitat? X
. NOISE. Wil the proposal result in:
a) Increases in existing noise levels? X
b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? X
. LIGHT and GLARE. Will the proposal:
a} Produce new light or giare? X
. LAND USE Wi/l the proposal result in.
a) Substantial alteration of the present or planned land use of an area? ¥
. NATURAL RESOURCES Wil the proposal result in:
a) Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources? X
10. RISK QF UPSET. Will the proposal involve:
al A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances (inchuding, but not X
limited to: oil, pesticides, chemicals or radiation} in the event of an accident or
upset conditions?
b) Possible interference with an emergency response plan or an emergency X
evacuation plan?
POPULATION. Wi/l the proposal.
a) Alter the lacation, distribution, density or growth rate of the human population of X
an area?
12. HOUSING. Wif the proposal:
a) Affect existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? X

ANPONDCHKLST




. Yes | Maybe No
13. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Will the proposal result in:
a) Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement? X
b} Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for new parking? X
c) Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? X
d} Alterations to present patterns aof circulation or movement of peopile and/or X
goods?
e} Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic? X
f) Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? X
14, PUBLIC SERVICES. Wi/l the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or
aftered governmental services in any of the following areas:
a} Fire protection? X
b} Police protection? X
¢} Schools? X
d} Parks or other recreational facilities? X
e} Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? X
f) Other governmental services? X
15. ENERGY. Wil the praposal result in:
a} Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? X
b} Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the X
development of new sources of energy?
16. UTILITIES and SERVICE SYSTEMS. Will the proposal result in & need for new systems,
or substantial alterations to the following utilities:
al Power or natural gas? X
b} Communications systems? X
c} Water? X
d} Sewer or septic tanks? X
e} Storm water drainage? X
f} Solid waste and disposal? X
17. HUMAN HEALTH. Wil the proposal result in
a) Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental X
health)?
b} Exposure of people to potential health hazards? X
18. AESTHETICS. Wil the proposal result in:
a) The cobstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public? *
X

b} The creation of an aestheticaily offensive site open to public view?

ArPONDCHR LST




) . Yes | Maybe No

18. RECREATION. Wil the proposal result in: X

a) lmpact upon the quality or guantity of existing recreational opportunities? X

20. CULTURAL RESOQURCES. Wil the propasal:

a} Result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic X
archaeological sita?

b} Result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehisteric or historic building, X
structure, or object?

¢} Have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect unigue ethnic X
cultural values?

d} Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area? X

21, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

2} Potential to degrade: Does the project have the potential 1o degrade the quality X
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining ievels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

b} Short-term: Does the proiect have the potential to achieve short-term, to the . X
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? ( A short-term impact on the
grnvironment is one which occues in a relatively, brief, definitive period of time. -
Long-term impacts will endure well into the future.)

¢} Cumulative: Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but X
cumulatively considerable? {A project may impact on two or more separate
resources where the impact on each resource is relatively small, but where the
effect on the total of those impacts on the environment is significant.}

d} Substantial adverse: Does the project have environmental effects which will X
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

SECTION IV DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

The following is an explanation of each "yes” and “maybe’ answer. and in some cases a “no " answer checked above. with
a discussion of potential effects and project requirements or measures (o substaniially reduce or eliminate them Only those
questions that require additional explanation are addressed below.

o

This section is organized by bringing forward and grouping by element all questions checked “yes.” “maybe.” and in some
cases "no. " Explanations are given in order as to why each question was answered in this manner. The explanations are
Jollowed by a narrative description of environmental impacts. project requirements general conditions, and measures that

will be placed on this project to reduce or eliminate any adverse effects associated with it

i Earth Wil the proposal result in: b.) Disruptions, displacements, compaction or overcovering of the soil; ¢.) Change in
topography or ground surface relief features, ) Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation,
deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet or lake?

AMPONDCHK. LST
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u.) The proposed project will result in excavation and overcovering of soils  Earthwork that will disrupt and displace
soils will be required to create drain ponds. It is anticipated that effective embankment heights will range between
210 10 feet. Minor seil erosion from wind and water may occur during and after construction. A National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be required because
an area greater than five acres will be disturbed by construction. This impact has been determined not to be
significant because the total area of impact is minor when compared to the total area within the floodplain

c) The creation of pond embarkanents and associated excavation to build them will cause a minor change in the local
topography and existing surface relief features. This change may have a secondary beneficial impact by
converting the low habitat value vegetation to a more valuable marsh environment,

) The Imperial Valley drainage system has a considerable siit load, therefore, ponds on occasion may have to be
cleaned due to deposition of silt  This impact is considered insignificant and may be beneficial, by reducing the
amount of silt load downstream of ponds as well as in the Salton Sea  The [ID is currently implementing 2
Drainwater Quality Improvement Program to address sediment reduction in the drains. This is in cooperation
with the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Water Wil the proposat result in: d.) Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body; e ) Discharge into
surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, including, but not limited to, temperature, dissolved oxygen

or turbidity?

d) The goal of the proposed project is to offset the rising lével of the Salton Sea by evaporating water before it enters
the Sea, thus creating a change in the amount of surface water in downstream drains (New and Alamo Rivers)
and in the Salton Sea. This is considered a beneficial impact

e) It is anticipated that a secondary benefit would be a measurable improvement in the drain water quality entering
the New and Alamo Rivers from these ponded drains. This is supported by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board’s monitoring of the inflow and outflow of the Fig Evaporation Pond currently operating at the outlet of

the Fig Drain

Plant Life. Will the proposal result in: a) Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including
trees, shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic plants); ¢ )Intreduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the
normal replenishment of existing species?

a) Preliminary site surveys indicate that vegetation at all sites is predominantly saltcedar, Tamarix ramosissima,
an exotic species which is detrimental to native plant species and decreases habitat value. Other vegetation
present at the sites include scattered mesquite and phragmites. Implementation of the proposed project would
result in a reduction in the acreage, by flooding, of saltcedar  Although a few mesquite trees would aiso be
flooded and lost, the overall impact is considered beneficial because of the decrease in saltcedar.

c) By ponding the proposed sites, a barrier to the normal replenishment of saltcedar may occur, however, this is not
considered a significant impact due to the present abundance of the species and its being a non-native species

Animal Life Wil the proposal resuit in: a ) Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals
(birds; land animals, including reptiles; fish and shellfish, benthic organisms or insects)?

a) Because the proposal will resull in the flooding of land, some animals {such as rodents and reptiles) currently
inhabiting the site may not be able t0 abandon the site However, we believe that creation of these ponds will
enhance fishery and bird habitat, by creating nesting, feeding and loafing sites

Noise. Will the proposal result in: a ) Increases in existing noise levels?
a) The proposed project will generate an increase in existing noise levels in surrounding areas during project
construction  All sites are in rural areas  This is not considered a significant impact as construction noise

constitutes a shorl-term effect that will terminate upon completion of project construction No significant noise

ArPONDCHK LST



T receptors are present in the project area. In addition, temporary increases in noise levels are expected to be within
normal limits and all equipment will operate under the applicable State of California vehicle noise attenuation
standards Compliance with these standards as well as the standards imposed by the County of [mperial will
ensure that construction noise impacts on swrrounding areas are not significant

17 Human Health  Will the proposal result in: a ) Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (exciuding mental
health): b ) Exposure of people to potential health hazards?

a. & b)) Because the ponds will periodically have to be cleaned due to siltation, people have the potential to be exposed
to sediments which may or may not contain some level of chemicals {pesticides, fertilizer, etc) These sediments
are of basically the same composition as the exisiting soils of agricultural crops within the Imperial Valley
There is no documented evidence of human health effects from sediments cleaned from drains and applied to
drain banks. This impact is considered minimal and insignificant. Human contact with drain water through
recreation is also a possible impact. However, this is considered an insignificant impact as agricultural drains
in the Impenal Valley have REC] and REC2 beneficial use designations under the Water Quality Conirol Plan

Jfor the Colorado River Basin administered by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

19 Recreation. Will the proposal result in: a ) Impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?

a) Creation of these ponds may provide opportunities for fishing and bird watching. This is considered a
insignificant but beneficial impact.

20 Cultural Resources. Wili the proposal result in: a) Alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic
archaeological site?

a) References exist which indicate fishing use of the New River by ancient Yuman or Cahuiila Indians  Some
cultural resource artifacts may be present. A Staff member holding a cultural resource survey permit will suney
the sites prior to construction. Appropriate agencies will be notified of any cultural resource {inds

SECTIONYV.
DETERMINATION
{To be determined by Lead dgency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

a) The proposed project is CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT from CEQA under CLASS(es) . and there are no unusual
circumstances or specified statetory conditions present which render reliance on such applicable Categorical Exemption(s)
unlawful e R

b) [ find that the proposed project could not have 2 significant effect on the environment. and
A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared e R

c) [ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment. there will not be a significant
effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project
A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared : . .o

d) | find the proposed project may have a significant eftect on the environment, and
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 15 required . o

S0, Lo UA e 4 JESSE SILVA

i 7 .
Signature Print Name

For Date
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Attachment B
Site Location Map
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Attachment C
Fig Drain Data



PaIaI L 4y

0011

01
68701
ov-1
00°0
05°¢
0L°0
670
8°0
°0

0¢
90¢
2801
0091
AR
r'8

0°8
58-¢I-t

of 0L i1 DEE 06%
YA Ve
L1 +91 +LE by {9
gg"0 602 EL°E 6L°0 (02
£1° 09°0 By € 01°0 ¥1°0
¥0°0 210°0 2100 v00° 0 y00° 0
3 M A £y 25 0Z2°%
9z°'0 ' 28°0 [6°0 00 L0°E
2°0 £°0 9°Q 1'0 2°8
1°0 20 v 0 1'0 G'¢
1°0 2°0 €0 10 21
i
6 Zh 01> 91 BeI
6€ ¥S1 021 A 012
FAYA 0921 01¢1 0991 00E1
0061 00ST 0061 D061 0012
62 68 19 29 0011
0°11 6°8 26 6'8 G'g
6L
Ll L' 92 G L

61 £2 61 22 61
S8-82-1 ¥8-/2-€ ¥8-52-1 E£8-6-11 €£B-8I-1

[
9¢
06¥1
00%¢
b1
5701

0°8
81

cg-2-2l

00ET LW O0I/NdW WwJdojlio) [e3ay
{/bw *008 2.0z

£2 /6w qp)

9-0 {/bw uaboazry yyepialy
2°0 [/BW N-"HN/SHN etuoumy
500> [ /6w N-*ON 33ta3Ly
0t | /B N-FON @7eu3LN
06°0 | /Bu ¢~'0d a3BydSOYY
T°0 4NoH |
I'0 S81nuLy Of
10 saInuLy 0l
/1 SPL{oS a[gea[319%
0"y L/bw spLjog -dsng -op

17 L /bw sprios pepuadsng

00t1 /6w spLios ‘ssig {e30]

002e wo/soywn -puo) o1 }idadg

£y NN A3tpLguany

¢'9 [ /6w uabAxp paalossig

8L Hd ge

Hd praty

5¢ Jo Sudnieaadus|

[A: ll Wil 4 aieg

(3usnyjuy axeq BL4) uieag b1y

43035 parvog |euoibay Aq sasAjeuy pue Bui|dweg
SHI1SAS SONYILINM 034 39YNIvHQ
AFTIVA WIY3dHI 40 S3ISATYNY ALITVND d3LYM

NOI9IY NISYE ¥3AIY 0Qv¥0T02

ayv0d OYINOD ALITVAD ¥ALYM TYNOIDIY VINYO4IWD

SNOILYJ0T



PaJ4ai|l iy

00/ 06b 064 05 0z 0S 02 0§ 02> 051 (W Q0I/NdW Wwaotl 0] [edayg
B xL"2 £0°2 L /6w *gog .02
ve 99 by £b +61 +5t 29 8b 2y b | /bw 02
Gl GE°0 12° GE" 1 pE°2 £1°E 25°2 £2°¢ by I'1 i /bu usbouq N [yepaly
25°0 8170 19°0 25°0 bSO 89°0 0v70 851 81°0 £°0 L/Dw N~"HN/SHN eluoumwy
v0°0 010 5170 ) 9€0°0  200°0> $00°0 210°0 p60°0  S00°> 1 /6w N-*ON B3Ld43LN
ge"0 88°0 GL2 80°2 21 91 91 b0 yE'€ g0 L/bw N-fON ®3R43LN
01°0 0£°0 82°0 SY°0 6E°0 85°0 08°0 62°0 A I1°0 t /b g-*od s3eydsoyy
1°0> 1°0 270 1°0> £°0 0°0 0°0 0°0 10 1°0 JNOH |
1-0> 1°0> 1°0 1°0> 2°0 0°0 0°0 0°0 1°0 1'0 SaINULY OF
1°0> 170> i°0 170> 170 0°0 0°0 070 1'0 1°0 S2INULK 01

VICEI N CNETCEEIREES

2 8y {1 62 9¢ b1 61 c'g Z1 £°6 /Bw spLjog *dsng -jop
gy grt 2y Ly 9721 6€ 11 yE 6€ £°6 | /6w spLyoS papusdsng
oSt BYY1 0091 TA 0Sy1 0gL1 0141 o1z 0081 0951 /6w spriog -ssig |ejoy
9222 0022 oovz 0092 00E2 0452 00€e 00SE 000¢ p0L2 wo/soywn puo) oL jidads
£2 Ly 6€ 61 £9 22 ve 81 61 bE NIN A3tpLquny
86 02< YA 2 2791 "9 0°61 0°'SI1 1'61 1741 g L1 | /6w uabAxp paajossig
9°¢ 08 td gen
g £°8 rAi L L 2'8 '8 Z2'8 59 Hd pratyd

rAS 52 91 61 81 £1 12 91 £1 0 Jo s4niedadua]

58-81-9 S8-v-¥ G8-21-€ G8-82-1 V8-{2-E ¥8-G2-1 EB-6-11 €9-8I-1 2B-2-21 28-1Z-L ajeq

Juani 4i3 aey Brd TNOILYDO0

Jje1s paeog |euoibay Aq sasAjeuy pue buidueg
SHALSAS SONVILINM 034 IDYNIVHQ
AITIVA TVIY3dWI 40 SISATYNY ALLITVAD ¥31vM

NOI934 NISVE H¥3AIY 00VHOTI0D
QHY0O T0YINOD ALITVND Y¥3LVM TYNOIDIY VINYOL41TYD



W

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION

PESTICIDE ANALYSES OF IMPERIAL VALLEY
AGRICULTURAL DRAINAGE FED WETLANDS SYSTEMS

Samples Collected by RWQCB 7 Staff Anaiyses by Dept. Health Services - L.A.

Date Location Pesticide Results
3-27-84  Fig Lake Effluent Group I! None detected
3-27-84 Upper Ramer L. Eff. Group I None detected
3-12-85  Fig Lake Influent Group I & V? 1.1 pg/1 Malathion
3-12-85  Fig Lake Effluent Group I & V None detected?
3-12-85  Upper Ramer L. Inf. Group I & V 0.35 ug/1 DDE
3-12-85  Upper Ramer L. Eff. Group I & V None detected®
4-4-85 Fig Lake Influent Group 1 & V None detected
4-4-85 Fig Lake Effluent Group I & V None detected*
4-4-85 Upper Ramer L. Inf. Group I & V None detected*
4-4-85 Upper Ramer L. Eff. Group I & V None detected*
6-18-85 Fig Lake Influent Group I &V None detected’
6-18-85  Fig Lake Effluent Group I &V None detected®
6-18-85 Upper Ramer L. Infl. Group I & V None detected®
6-18-85 Upper Ramer L. EFf1. Group I & V None detected®

' Group I pesticides are aldrin, BHC isomers, DDE isomers, DDD isomers,
BDT isomers, chlordane, dieldrin, endosulfan isomers, endrin,
heptachlor, heptachlor epoxide, hexachlorobenzene, and methoxychlor.

¢ Group V pesticides are azinphos methyl, carbophenothion, diazinon,
malathion, ethyl parathion, methyl parathion, phorate, and ronnel.

! <0.2 ppb for Group I pesticides; <0.3 ppb for Group V pesticides.
) <0.1 ppb for Group I pesticides; <0.2 ppb for Group V pesticides.

: <0.1 ppb for Group I pesticides; unspecified detection 1imit for Group
¥ pesticides.
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COLLECTION DATE : 09/10/85 ST.ED. NO. 723.10.45 —
LOCATION: FIG LAXE METALS IN LIVER/FLESH TISSUES
FRESH WT. BASIS (ppm)  e—e——
FISH (CMMON NAME: CARP
LIVER  FLESH
MEAN FORK LENGTH (mm) : 434 SILVER (Ag): N.A N.A
MERN WEIGET {gn) :.1500.8 BRSENIC. (As): N.A N.A
#GE ESTIMATE (yr) : 24 CAIMITM (Cd): N.A N.A.
# IN THE CCMFOSITE (FISH): 4 CHROMIUM (Cr): N.A N.A
' MPFER (Cu): N.A  N.A
PERCENT LIPID  FLESE (%): 4.06 MERCURY (Bg): N.A. N.A
PERCENT MOISTURE FLESHE (8): 78.4 NICREL (ND): N.A  N.A
LIVER (%): N.A LEXD (Pb): N.A N.A
SELENITUM (Se): N.A N.A
2ZINC (Zn): N.A.  N.A
SYNTHETIC CRGANIC (DMFOUNDS IN FLESE TISSUE
REFORTED ON: FRESH WI. LIPID REFORTED ON: FRESH WI. LIPID
BASIS  BASIS BASIS  BASIS
(pem) (ppm) (pem) (pem)
1. ALIRIN <0.005 22. DICDFCE, <0.10
23. DICHLORCBENZO-
2. CIS-CHLORDRNE ~ <0.005 FHENINE, p,p' N.A
3. TRANS-CHLORDANE <0.005 24. DIELDRIN 0.0064 0.16
4. CXYCHLORDANE <0.005
5. CIS-NNACHIOR  <0.005 25. ENDOSULFAN I <0.005
6. TRANS-NNACEIOR <0.005 26. ENDOSULFEN IT N.A,
7. ALPHA CHLORDENE <0.005 27. ENDOSULEAN SULFMTE N.A
8. GAMMA CHLORDENE <0.005
S. TOTAL CHICRDANE 28. ENDRIN <0.015
10. CHLORPYRIFOS <0.010 29. ALTHA BCH <0.002
30. BETA B(H <0.010
11. DACTHAL 0.0061 0.15  31. GMMA HCH <0.002
32. DELTA BCH <0.005
12. o, o,p' <0.010
13. oo, p,p' 0.022 0.54  33. EEPTKHLOR EFOXIDE <0.005
14. DDE, o,p' <0.010 K I: o <0.002
15. moE, p,p' 0.57 14 35. PARATHION, ETHYL  <0.010
16. IxMs, p,p’ <0.030
17. oMU, p,p’ <0.015 36. XP N.A
18. oor, o.p’ <0.010 37. ICP N. A
18. ror, p,p' <0.010
20. TOTAL DOT 0.59 14 38. PB 1242 N.A
39, (B 1248 <0.050 -
21. DIAZTNON <0.050 40. KB 1254 <0.050
41. KB 126D <0.050
ODE :119.1. 42, TUXAPHENE <0.10

N.A. = not analyzed

FRESH WT. BASIS~ ng/kg of tissve = pom

LIFID BASIS = mo/kg of lipid = ppm

Carpounds listed in Table 10 and not listed above were below detection limits.
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Savnp“rt 55 E"j Bd. Grafs ﬂml%SéS *5 DFé& LAL- P.(o_rJov.

_ QULECTION DATE : 10/09/88 ST.BD. ND. 723.10.45 g
LOCATION: FIG LAKE METALS IN LIVER/FLESH TISSUES
FRESE WT. BASIS (ppm) e———
FISH OCMMON RAME: CHANNEL CATFISH
. LIVER FLESH
MEAN FORK LENGTH (mu) : 254 SIIVER (Ag): N.A N. A
MEAN WEIGET (gm) : 204.3 ARSENIC (As): N.A. R.A.
X3k ESTIMATE (yr) : 1-2 CAIMIDM (Cd): N.A. N.A.
$ IN THE CCMIOSITE (FISH) ¢ 1 CHRCMIUM (Cr): N.A N. A,
(OPFER  {(Cu): N.A. N.A
PERCENT LIPID FLESH {(&): 2.10 MERCURY (Bgl: N.A. N.A
TERCENT MDISTURE FLESH (%): 79.2 NICKEL (Ni): N.A. N.A.
LIVER (%): N.A. LEXD (Fb): N.A. N.A.
) SELENIOM (Se): 1.7 N.A.
N.A. R.A

, e {Zn):

REFORTED ON: FRESH WI. LIFID REFORTED ON: FRESH WT. LIPID
BASIS  BASIS BASIS  BASIS
(ppm) (pem) (o) (pom)
1. AIRIN <0.005 22. DICOFOL <0.10
23, DICHLORCBENZO-
2. CIS-CHLORDENE <0.005 PHFNONE, p,p' N.A.
3. TRANS-CHLORDENE <0.005 24. DIELDRIN <0.005
4. OXYCHIDORDANE <0.005
5. CIS-NXNHIOR  <0.005 25. ENDOSULFAN I <0.005
6. TRANS-NONACHIOR <0.005 26. ENDOSULFEN IT <0.070
7. APHA CHLORDENE <0.005 'Z7. ENDOSULFAN SULFATE <0.085
8. GAMMA CHLORDENE <0.005
9. TOTAL CHLORDANE 28. ENDRIN <0.015
10. CHLORPYRIFOS 0.052 2.5 29. ALFHA BH(E <0.002
30. BETA BCH <0.010
11. DACTHAL <0.005 31. GAMA BEH <0.002
32. DELTA BCH <0.005
12. oo, o,p' <0.010
13. mo, p,p’ <0.010 33. HEPTACELOR EFOXIDE <0.005
14. DOE, o,p <0.010 34. BB 0.0032 0.15
15. IDE, p,p' 0.088 4.2 35. PERATHIDN, ETHYL  <0.010
16. DMs, p,p' <0.030
17. Mo, p,p' <0.015 36. KP N.A.
18. oT, o,p' <0.010 37. TCP N.A.
18. poT, P, P! <0.010 _
20. TOTAL Dor 0.088" 4.2 38. KB 1242 N.A.
39. B 1248 <0.050 .
21. DIAZINGN <0.050 40, BB 1254 <0.050
41. KB 1260 <0.050
CODE :115.5. 42. TOXAPHENE <0.10

N.A. = not analyzed

FRESH WI. BAESIS= mg/kg of tissue = ppm

LIPID BASIS = mg/kg of lipid = pmm

Campounds listed in Table 10 and not listed above were below detection limits.
I1-77
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IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRECT‘S
DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PLAN
JUNE 7, 1984

INTRODUCTION . . - e e

The Imperial Irrigation Distinct {IID) receives about 2.8 million acre feet per
yvear of irrigation water for the approximately 500,000 acres of farm land in the
Imperial vValley. This irrigation water is from the Colorado River and is brought
into the Valley via the All-American Canal. In conjunction with an irrigation
network consisting of more than 1600 miles of canals, IID has constructed and
operates an agricultural drainage system consisting of about 1450 miles of
surface drains. These drains were designed to collect and transport discharge
waters consisting of surface and subsurface flows from the agricultural fields of
the Imperial Valley and convey them to the Salton Sea.

Waters from sources other than agriculture are alsec transported by IID's drains
and the New and Alamo Rivers into the Szlton Sea. These sources include storm
water flows, municipal wastewater treatment plant effluent, and industrial
effluent discharges. Highly contaminated waters from Mexico enter the Imperial
Valley via the New River {about 180,000 AF per year)} . All the aferementioned
discharge sources contribute to the degradation of water gquality within IID

drains.

The State's Water Quality Assessment document, adopted by the State Water
Resources Control Board on May 18, 1992 and by the Regional Board on January 18,
1994, classifies the Alamo River, the New River and the Salton Sea as waterbodies
impaired by agricultural nonpoint sources.

On December 21, 1983, the Regional Board's Executive Officer sent a letter to
Imperial Irrigation District requesting that IID take "accelerated action to
address degraded water quality conditions in Imperial Valley drainage ways". In
a letter of response dated January 26, 1984, IID provided to the Regional Board a
tentative time schedule for impiementation of a proposed "Drain Water Quality
Improvement Plan®. Onr April 6, 1994, the Regional Board responded with a lettew,
addressing elements of concern they considered relevant to the preparation of a
Drain Water Quality Improvement Plan. Through a cooperative effort of Regicnal
Board staff, staff wmembers of IID and input from the April &, 1994 letter, a
Drain Water Quality Improvement Plan has been prepared by IID.

DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PLAN (Plan)

This Plan is designed to specify those actions that IID will take to protect the
beneficial uses of water bodies receiving agricultural drainage flows and the

time schedule and estimated cost (enclosed) for implementing those actions. IID
has contracted the professional services of Jones and Stokes Associates, Inc. to
prepare and initiate many of the technical elements required in the “start-up" of

this Plan.

The principle intent of the Plan is to address the immediate and long term needs
of the following elements:

Monitering: Initiate a water quality monitoring program to identify and
quantify the extent of drain water pollution within the IID service area.

-1 -



Best Management Practices: Identify, test and implement Best Management
Practices (BMPs), both on and off farm and in-stream, that have the potential
to improve the drain water gquality within the drainage channels of the IID,

Education: To provide an educaticnal program to farmers within thes service
area of the IID.



INPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT
DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PLAN
ACTION ITEMS

1.0 SILT LOAD REDUCTION

2.0 BEST

3.0 BMFs

This Plan is designed to achieve a reduction in the amount of Total
suspended Scolids {i.e. sediment load} that can be discharged by
agricultural drain waters. Achievement of this reduction will be
determined at the outlet of the Alamo River to Salton Sea. TID
recognizes that the Regional Board's current assessment of the average
suspended sediment load in the Alamc River is 365 mg/L of Total
suspended Solids (TS$8) in the Alamo River at Garst Road Bridge. This
information is based on the Regicnal Board's previous ten years of
guarterly sampling at this location.

MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs)

IID will submit to the Regional Board within three months of the date of
adoption of this Plan a list of BMPs to improve drain water quality.
This list will include descriptions of all relevant BMPs already in use
in the Imperial Valley, their effectiveness, thelr cost, and their
applicability for widespread implementation.

IID will submit to the Regional Board within four months of the date of

adoption of this Plan a workplan describing a program to test the
pollution prevention ability and cost effectiveness of two of the
proposed BMPs noted above. Initial BMPs are to focus on sediment
reduction practices on-farm.

2.2.1 TID will submit additional workplans (as described above)} for
testing of additional BMPs to the Regional Board as needed.

2.2.2 Upon successful testing of BMPs identified in the workplans,
and approval of the Regional Board, IID will implement the
BMPs valley wide within a reasonable time periocd.

WORKPLAN

The workplans identified above in 2.2 will contain at least the
following:

3.1.1 A detailed technical description of the proposed BMPs, the
constituent it is designed to control, the type of crop and
the type of irrigation practice that it is applicable to, and
any documented history of its use elsevhers.

3.1.2 A testing program designed to guantify the amount of poilution
that is prevented frcm entering surface waters and the cost
effectiveness of the BMPs. This will inciude the use of a
control {unaltered) field to measure the baseline discharge of
constituents where applicable.



4.0 BMPs

ik
i_l

3.1.3 A sampling and analysis plan detailing the type and frequency
of needed sampling.

3.1.4 A guality assurance/quality control plan to insure the
validity of the testing program.

EDUCATION PROGRAM

IID will submit to the Regional Board within one year of adoption of

this Plan a proposal to condurt a BMPs education and outreach program
directed to the area's farmers. Upon approval of the Regional Boaxrd,
the program will be implemented in a timely mapner.

5.0 MONITORING

IID will immediately implement a drain water quality monitoring program
{see Appendix A} to identify and quantify drain water pollution within
the service area of IID.

Contained in Appendix A of this Plan are the details of the analyses to
be conducted. The monitoring elements shall include:

5.2.1 Inflow Monitoring

5.2.2 Drain Water Sampling Locations
5.2.3 Chreonic Toxicity Testing

5.2.4 Biological and Sediment Testing

IID will retain records of all monitoring information, including all
calibration and maintenance records and all original strip chart
reccrdings for continuous monitoring, instrumentation and copies of all
reports for a period of at least five years from the date of the sample,
measurement, or report. Records of monitoring information will include:

5.3. The date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurement.

5.3.2 The name of person(s) who performed the sampling or
measurement .

5.3.3 The date(s) analyses were performed.

5.3.4 The name of person(s) who performed the analyses.

5.3.5 The results of such analyses.

All menitoring contained in hppendix A will be evaluated on an annual
basis. Constituents with repeated negative or consistently recurring
results will be considered for elimination or for sampling on a less

freguent basis.

6.0 CHRONIC TOXICITY TESTING

The initial sampling point for toxicity will be at the outlet of the
Alamoc River and at a representative inflow location in the All American
Canal. If toxicity exceeds established limits at this location, IID
will conduct a Toxicity Identification Evaluation (TIE} to determine the
chemical (s) that are causing the toxicity.



6.2 IID will submit a report to the Regional Board summarizing the results
of the toxicity testing as outlined in IID's Monitoring and Reporting
Frogram {See Appendix A). This report will be submitted February 1, of
each year and will inciude the following information:

6.2.1

A summary of all toxicity testing sample collection and
laboratory analyses activities.

A description of any problems encountered during toxicity
testing activities, including any deviations from established
gquality assurance/quality control procedures, and a
description of all activities taken to correct past problems
and prevent future problems.

kn analysis of the testing results to determine the extent of
toxicity and the relative sensitivity of the species tested.

Recommendations about the appropriateness of the species
tested, the sampling frequency, and the sampling locations.

§.3 At the end of one year of toxicity testing, IID will make a
recommendation as outlined in 6.2.4 as to the appropriateness of the
species tested and any suggested change/deletion of the three testad

species identified in Appendix A, 3.1.

7.0 DELINEATION OF MAJOR DRAINS

7.3 IID will submit a report to the Regicnal Board within six months of
adoption of this Plan that delineates the major discharges into their
drain water system. This report will include the following information:

T.1.%

The name, location, and annual discharge volume of the ten
largest agricultural drains as measured at their points of
discharge to the Alamo River, New River, or Salton Sea.

The sources of water in each of these ten drains will be
evaluated to determine the amount of flow contributed from
agricultural sources, from storm waters, from municipal
wastewater treatment plants and industrial facilities having
NPDES Permits, and from any cther significant sources.

The size {in acres} of the contributory watershed of each of
the ten drains and a map showing the location of these

watersheds.



APPENDIX A

IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPRCOVEMENT PLAN

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Imperial Irrigation District will report monitoring data and report to the

Regional Board in accordance with the following schedule:

1.0 INFLOW MONITORING

1.1 Water samples from the All-American Canal or cother representative

inflow locations will be collected quarteriy and analyzed for the
parameters listed below under "DRAIN WATER SAMPLING".

2.0 DRAIN WATER SAMPLING

2.1 Water samples will be collected monthly from the following

locations:
2.1.1 Alamo River at Garst Road Bridye

1.2 New River at the USGS gauging station north of

Westmorland

2.1.3 .South Central Drain near its outlet to Alamo River
2.1.4 Holtville Main Drain near its outlet to Alamo River
2.1.5 Trifolium 12 Drain near its outlet to Salton Sea
2.1.6 Greeson Drain near its outlet to New River

2.2 The six drain water sampling locaticons listed above will be
sampled as follows:

Constituent Unit Sample Tvoe
Total Dissolved Solids mey /1. Grab
Toral Suspended Solids mg /L Grab
Volatile Suspended Solids e/ L Grab
Nitrate (as Nitrogen) mg /L Grab
Total Phosphate mey /1 Grab
Ammonia (NH;/NH;-N} mg/L Grab
Hardness mg /L Grab
Boron Ha/L Grab
Selenium ug/L Grab
pH pH Grab
Dissolvad Oxygen mg/L Metered
Flow cfs Metered
Fecal Coliform MPN/100 ml Grab
Settleable Solids (30 minutes) ml/L Grab (field measurement)
Turbidity NTU Grab (field measurement)
Temperaturs °C Field Measurement
Specific Conductance pmhos/cm Metered



2.3 The collection, preservation, and holding times of all samples will be in
accordance with U.S. EPA-approved procedures. 211 analyses will be conducted
by a laboratory certified by the State Department of Health Services to
perform the analysis, unless the Regional Board's Bxecutive Officer allows
otherwise.

3.0 CHRONIC TOXICITY TESTING

3.1 1IID will conduct chronic toxicity testing on grab samples collected
quarterly from the Alamo River at Garst Road Bridge and gquarterly from
the INFLOW MONITORING location (described above). Critical life stage
toxicity tests will be conducted using three species as described below:

Species Effect Test Duration Reference
fathead minnow larval survival 7 days Horning & Weber, 1989
(pimephales and growth stage

promelas)
water flea survival; number 7 days Horning & Weber, 1989
(Ceriodaphnia of young

dubla}
alga growth test 4 days Horning & Weber, 1989
{Selanastrum

capricomutum)

3.2 Toxicity Test Reference; Horning, W.B. and Weber,C.I. (eds); 188%. Short
Term Mathods for Estimating the Chronic Toxicity of Effluent and )
Receiving Waters to Freshwater Organisms. Second edition. U.S. EPA
Environmental Monitoring Systems Laboratory, Cincinnati, Ohio.
EPA/500/4-89/001,

3.3 Standard dilution water should be used for these tests. The sensitivity
of the test organisms to a reference toxicant will bhe determined
concurrently with each bioassay and reported with the test results.

3.4 Chronic toxicity will be expressad and reported as toxic units {tu.)
where; tu., = 100/NOEL and the No Observed Effect Level (NOEL) is
expressed as the maximum pearcent effluent of test water that causes no
cbserved effect on a test organism, as determined in a critical life
stage toxicity test (indicated above).

3.5 BAcute toxicity will be calculated from the results of the chronic
toxicity tests described above and will be reported along with the
rezsults of each chronic test. Acute toxicity will be expressed as
percent survival of the test organisms over the full testing period.



IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT

DRAIN WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PLAN

MONITORING AND REPOURTING PROGRAM (com't)

4.0 BIQLOGICAL AND SEDIMENT TESTING

IID will conduct biological and sediment testing as described

Samples of two different agualic species,

including at least one fish species, will be collected
@ach six months from the Alamo River and/or from a large

Bottom sediment samples will be collected at

the same time and location as the biclogical samples

The biological and sediment samples described above will be analyzed for

the following chemicals in accordance with the azppropriate established

Oraganics

Endosulfan I

4.1
helow:
4.1.1 Biological:
drain tributary to the Alamo River.
4.1.2 Sediment:
described above.
4.2
federal and/or state guidelines:
Aldrin

Chlordene, Alpha
Chlordene, Gamma
Cis-chlordane
Cis-nonachlior
Oxychlordane
Trans-chlordane
Trans-nonachlor
Total Chlordane
Chlorpyrifos
Dacthal

DDD, o,p!

DD, p.p!

DDE, o,p'

DDE, p.,p'

DDMS, p.p'

DoMlI, p,p!

DpT, o,p!

npT, p,p’

Total DDT
Diazincn
Dichlorobenzophenone, p,p'
Dicofol {Kelthane)
Dleldrin

Endosulfan II
Endosulfan sulfate
Total Endosulfan

Endrin

HCH, Alpha

HCH, Beta

HCH, Delta

HCH, CGamma (Lindane)
Total HCH
Heptachlor

Heptachlor Epoxide
Hexachlorobenzene
Methoxychlor
Oxadiazon
Parathlon, Ethyl
parathlon, Methyl
PCB-1248

PCBR~1254

PCB-1260

Total PCB
Pentachlorophenol
2,3,5,6-tetrachlorocphencl
Toxaphene



Metals

Arsenic Mercury
Cadmium Nickel
Chromlum Selenium
Copper Silver
Lead Zine

5.0 REPORTING

5.1 IID will prepare gquarterly reports summarizing all data collected and
will submit them to the Regional Beard by January 15, April 1§, July 15
and October 15 of each year.
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Comment Letter A

SLATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENGY - PETE WILSCN, Govemor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

COLORADO RIVER BASINe REGION 7
73-720 FRED WARING D&., SUITE 100

PALM DESERT, CA 82260

Phona (618) 3457481

FAX (818) 341-6820

August 2, 1905 &

| . WD
Copwo 10 Y7

3

Michael J. Clinton, General Manager 9 };‘:. e UD,
Imperial Irrigation District i A - -
P.O Box 937 ! ! 1995 % F

i

Imperial, CA 92251 j . (\wf’%.
R e
[

RE:  Agricultural Drain Ponding Project- Initial Study and Proposed Negative Declaration D ged TE

414 T

This is in response to your letter of July 26, 1585 requesting comments on your proposed ? 7
Negative Declaration (as referenced above). Your proposed design for construction and

operation of these flow-through evaporation ponds should at a minimum address the

following issues:

Monitoring needs- 11D should develop and implement a regularly scheduled, long term
monitoring program for these ponds that includes water and sediment monitoring, toxicity
testing, and biological testing. Upstream samples, downstream (outlet) samples, and in-pond
samples will be needed, but no menitoring more frequent than quarterly should be needed.

a-1 improving water quality and to identify any impacts to wildlife or aquatic life. This monitoring
wouid be similar to, and in addition to the monitoring program required by I1D's Drain Water
Quality Improvement Plan, Appendix A (June 7, 1984). Details of a pond monitoring program
acceptable to the Regional Board should be agreed upon prior to operation of the ponds.

The reference to monitoring at the existing Fig Drain Project {p.3) is misleading if it implies
that the Regional Board has been reguiarly monitoring this project. Initial monitoring was
A=2 done by the Regionai Board on this project, but jong term, regular monitoring has not been

A-3 desiltation basins operated upstream of the ponds’ Unlike the Peach Drain Project, these
basins would have to operate with sufficient retention times or utilize other features to allow
the finer grained sediments to be removed and they would need to be periodicaily cleaned
out without sending suspended sediments downstream into the ponds. The Regional Board
would appreciate the opportunity to work with 11D and the affected wildlife agencies in the
development of a pond design that benefits rather than limits wildlife habitat and water guality
improvement.



Pond 9peration and maintenance. The extent tg which these ponds toncentrate gajt will
potentially be limiting factor in their Operation. As ﬂow-through Systems, their design and

Operation shoyld target a salinity level for th
quality standarg for salinity in thig area. This standarg is 4000 mg/L of Tota Dissolved Solids,
Not Exceeding this fimit will also help to minimize the Concentration of Selenium in the ponds.

Project sy Ervision- Based on the experience of your Peach Drain Project it js strongi
recommended that You select a single project manager to overseg all aspects of this
important Undertaking, Thig project manager should have responsibility for Project design,
Operation, ang maintenance; monitoring activities ang assessment of environmenta| impacts;
environme_t]_;qf compliance ang impact rfemediation; and coordination with gy affected

ragehcies.

i designed and operated Properly thase Projects have the potential to provide significant
overall water quality improvement in the Imperial Valley watershed ang would receijve
Regional Board Support. If there are any questions about this letter, please contact me at

Kenneth Coulter

Senior Engineen‘ng Geologist

Ce Imperial County Boarg of Superw'sors, El Ceniro, ca
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service, Salton Sea Nationa| Wildiife Refuge, Caiipatria, CA
California Dept. of Figh and Game, Long Beach, CA
Karen O'Haire, SWRCHB, 0cCc, Sacramento, CA

File: NPS G 1.8



Comment Letter B

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGMENT
California State Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-2845
Sacramento, California 958251889 3200
CA-923.7

AUG 08 199

Mr. Michel D. Remington,
Environmental Compliance Coordinator
Imperial Irrigation District

333 E. Barioni Blvd.

Imperial, California 92251

Dear Mr. Remington:

Thank you for providing this office with an opportunity to review
and comment on the Initial Study for the proposed agricultural
drain ponding project. Our review indicates that the project will
not have an adverse effect on public lands in the general vicinity.

As a result, we do not have any specific comments on the Initial

study or the project.
incerely
’ oSty

Leroy horlch Chief
Branch of Energy and Mineral Science
and Adjudication

cc: CA-067



Comment Letter C

PLANNING REPRETIMCNT

T PGRIAL COURTY

PLANIING ~ BUMHOIND THSPECTION » PLANKRING  COMAIISION

FALEC s LAED.

Jurg Reubarger = Directar

August 11, 1995

Michael D. Remmington

Environmental Compliance Coordinator
Imperial Irrigation District

333 E Barioni Blvd.

Imperial, CA 92251

SUBJECT: Agricultural Drain Ponding Projects

Dear Mr. Remmington:

The Planning/Building Department received on July 31, 1885, a copy of the CEQA initial
study and proposed negative declaration for the six’(8) projects intending to create
approximately, 235 acres of evaporative ponds/settiement ponds at the end of five (5)
drains.

We believe that the project descriptions are vague, misleading, and contradictory and the
CEQA initial study and responses are the same. Without accurate project descriptions, site
plans, and preliminary drawings, which clearly describe the projects it is impossible to
intelligently comment.

We respectfully request that the Imperial Irrigation District Board of Directors not take
action until such time that the public, as required by law, is accurately informed and given
proper time o participate in the process.

Sincerely,
URG HEUBERGER AICP

// /tu/

John L. Momson I
Assastant}’ianmng Director ’%’
- . A

13 HWayne Vap De Graaff, Supervisor \{lu

Bill Cole, Supervisor f .

Dean Shores, Supervisor A ()

Brad Luckey, Supervisor ?{fi

Sam Sharp, Supervisor s

Richard H. Inman, Sr., County Administrative Qfficer (i/f/' < }f’-

Thomas M. Fries, County Counsel ‘ D\,‘ '

Joanne L. Yeager, Assistent County Counsel

Richard Cabanilla, Planning Division Manager

File 106.103

JH/sjs/1103.00C

PP OMAIE SIAEET (L CENTRD CALIFORNIA 922401855 ICBURTADUSE 813 339 —4135
o e e e PN 1513 350 — 8338
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Comment Letter D

Lazis

Salton Sea National Wildiife Refuge
906 West Sinclair Road
Calipatria, CA 92233

August 10, 1995

Michael Remington
Environmental Compliance Coordinator
Imperial Irrigation District

Dear Michael,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposal to pond
agricultural drain water at six locations in the Imperial Valley.
While this project stands to substantially increase the fresh water
wildlife habitat in the Imperial Valley, we believe that it also
carries a responsibility to insure that proper monitoring and
maintenance activities are conducted. These activities will
ensure nesting birds are not disturbed and most importantly that
these areas are not ecological traps concentrating agricultural
chemicals in sediments.

The Fish and Wildlife Service considers water quality an important
issue. Water entering these ponds should be reasonably free from
high and harmful 1levels of toxic chemicals. A comprehensive
monitoring program should be established which continues for the
life of the pond system.

Another concern centers around the Yuma clapper rail, a federally
listed endangered species. The creation of clapper rail habitat
would be extremely beneficial, as long as the water source was
reasonably free from harmful concentrations of pesticides and

nerbicides.

By creating these wetlands, there will undoubtedly be cattails,
phragmites and perhaps even bulrush becoming established. This
will attract clapper rails which appear to readily exploit any
suitable fresh water marsh habitat in the Valley. This creates an
added responsibility which would require constant water level
maintenance and no physical disturbance to the area for the
duration of their nesting periocd. Cooperative agreements betwsen
the USFWS and IID could be made to monitor the Yuma clapper rails
using these impoundments.

Botulism is another area of concern which needs to be addressed.
Stable water levels are the key to botulism avoidance, especially
in the warmer months. Water levels during the fall and winter are
of less importance, although care must be taken during this period
to keep water circulating to prevent botulism in wmigrating
waterfowl and shorebirds. Creating permanent deepwater ponds (>37)



with continucus circulation may provide an easier way to deal with
water level maintenance issues throughout the year.

Removal of sediments and other maintenance operations should be
scheduled so as not to conflict with nesting bird species such as
the clapper rail. Also, the nature of maintenance operations
should be determined. Methods which will be used to control exotic
species within these ponds and/or plans to control cattails and
other native wetland species in these areas need to be addressed.

Overall, this project could create beneficial wildlife habitat for
numerous resident and migratory bird species, including the
federally listed Yuma clapper rail. However, concerns over water
and sediment toxicity and water control remain. The USFWS would
appreciate the opportunity to work with IID and other interested
parties on this project.

Sincerely,

Kenneth K. Sturm
Biclogical Technician

CC:

California Dept. Fish and Game
USFWS Ecological Services-Carlsbad
Regional Water Quality Control



Comment Letter E

ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CITY OF BRAWLEY s00 WAl 51 Pekza PaK

BRAWLEY. CALIFORNIA
szx227
PHONE: 344 8622

August 17, 1995

At+n: Michael D. Remington, Enviromnmental Compliance Coordinator
Imperial Irrigation District

333 E. Barion: Blvd.

Imperial, CA 92251

Subject: Initial Study and proposed Negative Declaration for the
Agricultural Drain Ponding Project.

Dear Mr. Remington:

Thank you for giving the City of Brawley the opportunity to comment
on said documents. We are pleased to see that the IID will be
improving the drain water quality entering the New and Alamo Rivers
from these ponded drains.

At this time we do not have any additional comments on the initial
study or the proposed negative declaration for this project.

Sincerely,
Lo T2
s N el @._
J%yry %Eﬁblllan,
City—PYanner
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File: 0541.132

Michel D. Remington

Imperial Irrigation District
333 East Barioni Boulevard
Imperial, California 92231

Dear Mr. Remington:

With regard to the Initial Study and Proposed Negative Declaration for the
Agricultural Drain Ponding Project, we have the following comments:

1. Our principal concern is that given the scale of the project the
contribution toward the stated objective of offsetting the rising elevation of
the Salton Sea will be minimal at best. Assuming an evaporation rate of six
feet per year, the proposed 253 acres of ponds will evaporate a total of 1,518
acre-feet of water annually. Out of a total Salton Sea inflow of approximately
1.3 million acre-feet per year, this is only 0.12 percent.

2. On the other hand if the project were to actually have a discernible impact
on inflow to the Salton Sea, it would also have a measurable effect on the
Salton Sea's salinity. Nowhere is this acknowledged.

3. Since the potential effect of the proposed project is so slight, we wonder
if it is only the beginning of a larger effort. If the proposed project is in
fact only the first in a series of similar projects, a program environmental
impact report should be prepared to evaluate the cumulative environmental impact

of all agricultural drain pond projects.

4. Finally, on the initial study checklist, we suggest that items 3z and 3b be
changed from "No” to "Yes." FPonding up-flowing drain water certainly gualifies
as a change in current (item 3a) and in the drainage pattern (item 3b).

Tf you have any questions about these comments please contact Dr. Richard
Thiery, biologist, extension 326.

Yours very truly,

-~

g

General Manager-Chief Engineer ]TQZH

TRUE CONSERVATION

RT:dnfelfimperial .b:
USE WATER WISELY t 5



Comment Letter G
Stete of Californic The Resources Agency

‘Memorandum

Date
e : 1. Project Coordinator
Resources Agency
2. Mr. Michel D. Remington ‘ -
Imperial Irrigation District A
333 East Barioni Boulevard G
Imperial, california 92251 -
From : Department of Water Resources

Subject : SCH #95071100
Proposed Negative Declaration
Agricultural Drain Ponding Project
Imperial County

The Division of Safety of Dams has completed the review of
the Proposed Negative Declaration dated July 19, 1995 for the
proposed Agricultural Drain Ponding Projject.

Based on the information provided, some of the proposed six
evaporation ponds described in the Proposed Negative Declaration
could fall under the jurisdiction of the Department of Water
Resources, Division of Safety of Dams. Pursuant to Part 1 of
Division 3 of the California Water Code, dams 2% feet or higher
having a reservoir storage capacity of more than 15 acre-feet and
dams higher than 6 feet having a capacity of 50 acre-feet or more
would fall under State jurisdiction. If any of the proposed
evaporation ponds fall under our jurisdiction, a construction
application must be filed and all dam safety related issues
resolved prior to approval of the application.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the
Proposed Negative Declaration.

If you have any questions, please contact Field Engineer
Mutaz B. Mihyar at (916) 323-1116 or Regional Engineer
Richard Sanchez at (916) 322-~6206.

S
C:;ﬁ;an4yﬁ éz;ég f o LA

Vernon H. Persson, Chief
Division of Safety of Dams
(916) 445-7606



Comment Letter H

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Ecological Services
Carisbad Field Office
2730 Loker Avenue West
Carisbad, California 52008

August 24, 1985

Michel Remington

Imperial Irrigation District
Operating Headguarters

P.0O. Box 937

Imperial County, California 92251

Re: Initial Study and Proposed Negative Declaration for the
Agricultural Drain Ponding Project, Imperial County,
California

Dear Mr. Remington:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the
bublic Motice of Availability, Initial Study, and Proposed
Negative Declaration dated July 26, 1995 for the referenced
project in Imperial County, California. The primary concern and
mandate of the Service is the protection of the fish and
wildlife resources and their habitats. Our mendate further
requires that we provide comments on any public notices issued
for a Federal permit or license affecting the nation’s waters
{(e.g., Clean Water Act, Section 404 and River and Harbor Act of
1899, Section 10). The Service is also responsible for
administering the Endangered Species Act of 1873, as amended.

The proposed project will involve the construction, operation,
and maintenance of six evaporation ponds at the lower end of
five agricultural drains prior to their discharge into the New
and Alamo Rivers. Earthen levees will be constructed in the
drains to restrict water flows and increase the acreage of open

water.

The proposed project is located in or near petential and
possibly occupied habitat for the federally listed endangered
desert pupfish (Cyprinodon macularius) and Yuma clapper rail
(Rellus longirostris yumanensis). The flat-tailed horned lizard
(Phyrnosoma mcallii), a species proposed for federal listing,
may also occur in the project area. The Service also considers
the wetland and adjacent upland habitats in the vicinity of the
existing agricultural drains as important habitats for other
sensitive species including breeding migratory birds. The
presence or absence of these and other sensitive species within
the project site should be documented and included in any
biological assessments or impact reports required for this
project.
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The Service also has several concerns relative to environmental
contaminants in the creation of evaporation ponds at the ends of
agricultural drains that discharge into the New or Alamo River.
The ponds are likely to be attractive to wildlife, and if the
ponds act as a source of contaminant collection or
concentration, there is thé potential for the ponds to become
attractive hazards. The proposed negative declaration does not
adequately support the contention that overall drain water
quality will be improved by the ponding before its entering the
New or BAlamo Rivers. Water quality data on the Fig Drain pond
[subsequently made available to the Service by Imperial
Trrigation District (IID)] did not provide information to
evaluate the potential hazard for several contaminants of
concern, particularly selenium, organochlorines, and

~~organophosphate pesticides.

There is potential for selenium and organochlorine pesticides to
concentrate in the sediments and food chains of the evaporation
ponds. Depending upen the contaminant loads in the drains and
the evaporation rates of the ponds, there is the potential to
create wetland areas that are of higher contamination than
currently exist in those drainages. This hazard will probably
be less {particularly for selenium) if the ponds are operated as
a flow-through system, but it will be necessary to monitor and
document the contaminant risks associated with the ponds.

It has already been documented that fish and wildlife resources
living the Imperial Valley drainages have body burdens that are
at levels of concern for selenium and organochlorine
contamination, and some individual animals, or their eggs, have
nad levels of those contaminants that impair reproductive
success {Setmire et al. 1993). Because there is a very small
margin between safe and toxic amount of selenium in animal
diets, the addition of & few ponds that present a greater-than-
current risk could be significant in terms presenting a greater
overall hazard to wildlife that inhabit the area. It should be
noted that in the Tulare Lakebed Area of California, where
selenium in drainwater evaporation ponds presents a hazard to
migratory birds, requirements mandate the development of clean
wetlands as mitigation habitat.

Organophosphate and carbamate pesticides are a second group of
chemicals that could be hazardous to non-target fish and
wildlife in an evaporation pond situation. The work recently
conducted by the California State Water Resources Control Boarxd
(15694) indicates that biotoxicity frequently exists in the Alamo
River zssociated with the seasonal applications of malathion,
diazinon, chlorpyrifos, carbofuran and carbaryl. Without any
further information, there is also concern that there would be
biotoxicity in the drazinwater that enter the evaporation ponds.

It is the Service’s understanding that chemical monitoring of
water, sediment and biota is planned by IID for the evaporation
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ponds, and that it would be similar to the District’s drainwater
quality improvement plan. The Service is interested in more
information about how the planned ponds would be monitored, and
how chemical risk assessments relative to the ponds would be
accomplished, should the pond construction proceed.

The Service recommends that the applicant contact the U.5. Army
Corps of Engineers to determine if a wetland delineation is
required. If it is determined that the proposed project site
supports jurisdictional waters of the United States or wetlands,
the Service intends to provide additional comments pursuant to
the Clean Water Act.

We appreclate the opportunity to comment on your proposed
project. If you have specific questions regarding contaminant
issues, please contact Jewel Bennett of the Environmental
Contaminants Branch of my staff at (61%) 431-9440. Questions
concerning wetlands and endangered species should be directed to
Jeff Manning and John Bradley respectively at the same telephone

nurber.
§§incé ely,
Q? LLJ,L<;}3me£/£2MM~
f '\J%f. Kobetich
Field Supervisor

#1-6-~95-TA-317

Corps Regulatory, LA, CA (Bruce Henderson)
Salton Sea National Wildlife {Clark Bloom)
CDF&G, Region 3, Indio, CA (Sharon Keeney)
California Regional Water Quality Board (Philip
Gruenberg, Colorado River Basin Region)

* Bureau of Reclamation (Jim Setmire)

cCc:l
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addresses for cc:

* Colorado River Regional Water Quality Board (Philip
Gruenberg, 73-720 Fred Waring Dr., Suite 100, Palm
Desert, CR 82260)

* Bureau of Reclamation (Jim Setmire, BOR, PG Box 8493,
Temecula, CA 92583)

~TERMAL AFFAINS ;




Comment Letter I

. STATE OF CALIFORNIA-—THE RESCURCES AGENCY PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

P O BOX 29048
SLENDALE. CA 21209-9068

I-3

AlG 2 5 1905,

Mr. Michael D. Remington
Environmental Compliance Coordinator
Imperial Irrigation District

333 E. Barioni Blvd.

Imperial, California 92251

Dear Mr. Remington:

The Department of Water Resources wishes to thank the
Imperial Irrigation District for the opportunity to comment on
the Proposed Negative Declaration for the Imperial Irrigation
District’s Agricultural Drain Ponding Project. We hope that our
comments will be beneficial to you.

In general, our main concern with the Negative Declaration
is its lack of information on inflow drainwater quality and
sediment quality and the potential for significant impacts to the
biotic environment by the bio-accumulation of selenium or other
trace elements within the food web. The water quality and
sediment gquality information is critical in determining whether
or not significant impacts might occur as a result of the project
and to monitor compliance with project requirements and
mitigation measures.

Specific comments on the Negative Declaration and the
Initial Study/Checklist are as follows:

Negative Declaration

Page 2, Section 1.0: The ponds are described as ranging in size
from 15 to 80 acres and in capacity from 30 to 500 acre-feet.
This is inceonsistent with the Initial Study (Appendix A, Section
1T} which states the ponds will range from 15 to 100 acres in
size and have a capacity from between 30 to 1000 acre-feelt per
pond.

Page 2, Section 2.0: This section refers to Attachment A twice
when Attachment B is probably the correct reference.

Page 3, Section 3.0: Additional clarification is needed on why
the rise in the Salton Sea must be offset. The mention of
monitoring of the Fig Drain Project by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board suggests that information is available on a similar
project. If this is correct, that data should be presented or

referenced by this report. ‘___.,_:D E @ E E @ E n‘li
} T
MG 28 9%
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Mr. Michael D. Remington
AUG 2 2
Pagesygﬁ

Page 3, Section 4.0, Subsection Earth: The creation of over
250 acres of ronding basins that will probably require periodic
sediment removal seems to indicate a significant disturbance to
the soil. The preparation and implementation of a Naticnal
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)} Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan should mitigate any potentially
significant impacts, but without this, the potential for
significant impacts remain. In addition, impoundment of water
will affect the soil and its structure. This may not be a
detrimental impact, but without data on inflow drainwater quality
and sediment analysis of similar projects (Flg Drain} a
determination cannot be made on the potential for significant
impacts. If the sediment does become hazardous, then sediment
removal will be more complex and expensive than indicated.

The mention of the implementation of the Drainwater Quality
Improvement Program indicates that data is available on

drainwater quality. If so, this information should be made

available or referenced as discussed above.

Page 3, Section 4.0, Subsection Water: As stated before, the
need to offset the rising of the Salton Sea needs to be
clarified. The contention that drain water quality entering the
New and Alamo Rivers will be improved should be supported by data
or by a specific reference that can be verified.

Page 4, Section 4.0, Subsection Animal Life: The first sentence
is not clear. If you mean that some animals will drown due to
flooding, then say that. The enhancement of fishery and bird
habitat cannot be adequately determined without water gquality
information. As has been well documented by the Untied States
Fish and Wildlife Service and others at both Kesterson Reservoir
and the Tulare Lake Basin, agricultural drainage evaporation
ponds can be hazardous to waterfowl.

Page 4, Section 4.0, Subsection Human Health: Similar to the
Zhove comment on animal life, impacts to human health are
difficult to determine without water guality and potential
sediment quality information. If selenium or other trace
elements are bio-accumulated within the food web, consumption of
higher trophic level animals by humans can be potentially
hazardous.




Mr. Michael D. Remington

Page Three

Page 5, Section 5.0: The finding that specific mitigation
measures are not required does not agree with the previous
statements that “requirements have been placed on this proiject to
reduce or avoid all identified effects...” It would seem that
the inclusion of “requirements” is equivalent to the inclusion of
mitigation measures and would necessitate the inclusion of a

monitoring plan.

Attachment A, Initial Study and Checklist, Section I1III

1. Earth, £}: If there is a “consliderable silt load” in the
drainage system, then ponding water will cause a change in
siltation within the streams feeding the Salton Sea or the
Salton Sea itself.

3. Water, e): The ponding of drainwater will have an effect on
the water quality of the water as it leaves the ponding basin due
to both evapo-transpiration and biological processes that occur
within wetland areas. The explanation included indicates that
this project will at least result in the change of the overall
water qualitv entering into the New and Alamo Rivers.

S. Animal! Life, a): There will be a change in the number of
animals and/or species if terrestrial species are flooded and
aquatic species are attracted. Again, the explanation included
with the checklist seems to agree that “yes” is a more
appropriate answer than “maybe”.

5. Animal Life, d): The change from terrestrial to agquatic
habitat 1s a2 loss of terrestrial habitat with a corresponding
change in the number and diversity of species. It may be true,
though, that the creation of aguatic habitat, if it is clean, may
be an overall improvement for aquatic species.

19. Recreation, a): There seems to be a typographical error in
this section. The “No” box was checked in response to the
question on recreational impacis, however, the discussion on this
issue would correspond with “Maybe”, as was checked above.

21. Mandatory Findings of Significance, a): As stated above,
without the proper water quality information available, it is not
possible to determine impacts to waterfowl and other animals that
may use these ponding basins.




Mr. Michael D. Remington

AUG 25 1963
Page Four

21. Mandatorv Findings of Significance, ¢): With the current
threats to migratory birds from selenium and other trace elements
that are occurring in numerous locations along the Pacific
Flyway, there is a potential for these ponding basins to
contribute tc cumulative impacts. Again, data on water quality
of the drains and the expected water gquality within the ponds are
essential to determine the likelihcod of cumulative impacts.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please
contact David Inouye at (818) 543-4600, extensicn 295.

Sincerely,

//@% )/

Charles R. White, Chief
Southern District
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August 24, 1995

Michae! J. Clinton,
General Manager
Imperial Irrigation District
P.0. Box 8937

imperial, CA 92251

RE: Mitigated Negative Declaration Agricultural Drain Ponding Project

Dear Mr. Clinton.

Thank you for giving us the chance to review the initial study and proposed
negative declaration for the above project. Based on the environmental
checkiists prepared by your staff, it appears that this project will not have
significant harmful effect to the City of Imperial or Imperial Valley as 3
whole. On the other hand, the project will provide beneficial impact by
creating ponds for fishing and recreational facilities.

Should you have any questions, please call Harold Phelps at 355-1152.

Sincerely,

E;ayani I. Mauricio
Director of P.W./Planning
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Letter A

A-S

Response to Comments
Agricultural Drain Ponding Project
Negative Declaration

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) - Region 7

The constructed ponds will be incorporated into IID's drain water quality monitoring
program A monitoring plan tailored for the needs of the ponds will be developed
with the RWQUCB before activating the ponds

Comment noted. Reference to the RWQCB monitoring has been revised in the text
of the Negative Declaration, and monitoring results are included as Attachment C

The primary purpose for the construction of the ponds is two fold: Their purpose is
to.

I provide additional surface evaporation area for agricultural drain water prior
to the drain water reaching the Salton Sea, and

2. to provide a settling area to reduce sediment loading to the rivers along with
increasing detention time for the breakdown of associated residual and soluble
pesticides prior to entering the rivers.

The ponds as a whole should be considered treatment systems. The RWQCB's
request to have pretreatment to the treatment pond is inappropriate. However, in the
interest of economical maintenance, the ponds will incorporate a primary settling area
near the inlet to facilitate easy removal of as much sediment as possible.  This does
not preclude the possibility that the ponds will need to be drained in the future and
sediment removed on a large scale.

As flow-through ponds, we feel the not-to-exceed standard of 4000 mg/1 for Total
Dissolved Solids is an achievable criterion  An eighteen drain survey conducted by
USGS in 1994 indicated that the median TDS level was around 2045 mg/l.

All the ponds will incorporate a bypass system such that no water will flow-through
the ponds during the cleaning process This design will eliminate the possibility of
downstream environmental impacts that could result from the silt removal operation

The RWQCB's request to assign a project manager that has oversight control for the
project design process, the operation and maintenance activities, the monitoring
activities, the data analysis, and the environmental issues concerning assessment,
impacts, and impact remediation are difficult to comply with under HD's

12



Letter B
B-1

Letter C
C-1

C-2

Letter D

D-1

b-2

D-3

organizational structure The General Superintendent of Drainage at [ID can be
established as a liaison for issues associated with these ponding projects should an
issue arise.

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

No response is required.

Imperial County Planning Department
Comment noted,

The California Environmental Quality Act requires a 30 day public comment period
The Proposed Negative Declaration was approved for distribution on July 25, 1995
and the 30 day public comment period closed on August 24, 1995 A public hearing
was held on August 22, 1995 The IID Board of Directors will considered the Final
Negative Declaration along with comments received during the comment period prior
to approving the document

Salton Sea National Wildlife Refuge

The constructed ponds will be incorporated into the IID's drain water quality

monitoring program A monitoring plan tailored for the needs of the ponds will be
developed with the RWQCB before activating the ponds

We believe that cattail habitat will be marginal due to the depth of the ponds as has
occurred with the Fig Evaporation Pond.  Should use of the ponds by Yuma Clapper
Rail occur, cleaning/maintenance activities will be restricted to non-nesting months
and possible cooperative agreements with USFWS will be explored.

All ponds are designed as flow-through systems, and will incorporate a bypass system
such that no water will flow through the ponds during the cleaning process This
design will allow for water to be drained from ponds (not evaporated to dryness or
stagnate thus lending to botulism) while a separate water source is present. It will
also eliminate the possibility of downstream environmental impacts that could result
from the silt removal operation

The five drains associated with this project have been added to the IID’s Drain Water
Quality Improvement Plan (DWQIP) Biological and sediment testing are included
in the DWQIP’s monitoring and reporting program as well as toxicity testing of the
drain water A complete copy of the DWQIP will be forwarded to USFWS

13



D-4
Letter E
E-1
Letter k
F-1

F-2

Letter H

H-1

See response D-2

City of Brawley

No response necessary
Coachella Valley Water District

Comment noted

IID agrees that the ponding projects alone will not have a significant impact in
lowering the Salton Sea. Therefore, it is acknowledged that there will not be a
significant increase i the salinity of the Salton Sea. As flow-through ponds, we feel
the not-to-exceed standard of 4000 mg/l for Total Dissolved Solids set by the
RWQCB is an achievable criterion.

1D has not committed to any additional drain ponding projects beyond the scope of
this Initial Study  As such, a Program environmental irnpact report is not required.

Department of Water Resources - Division of Safety of Dams

At this time it is anticipated that pond embankments will not exceed a height of 6 feet.
Upon final design, should embankments exceed 6 feet, the Division of Safety of Dams
will be contacted to determine if these agricultural ponds fall under its jurisdiction.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife - Ecological Services

The predominant vegetation in all of the ponding sites is Salt Cedar (famarix
chinensis). Based on site visits by IID staff and a visit to one of the sites with
California Fish and Game personnel, no suitable habitat for the federally listed
endangered Yuma Clapper Rail exists Desert pupfish exist in drains that discharge
directly into the Salton Sea None of the five drains included in this project discharge
directly into the Salton Sea and are not considered suitable habitat for the desert
pupfish  The area surrounding the five drains is also not typical habitat for the Flat
Tailed Horned Lizard

TID recognizes the importance of the adjacent upland habitats for breeding migratory
birds and it is anticipated that those areas will not be disturbed and will continue to

exist

14



H-2

H-3

H-4

Letter |

I-1

I-4

Should the Army Corps of Engineers request a biological assessment, data regarding
threatened and endangered species and their respective habitat will be included

All ponds are designed as flow-through systems, and will incorporate a bypass system
such that no water will flow through the ponds during the cleaning process This
design will allow for water to be drained from ponds (not evapcrated to dryness or
stagnate thus lending to botulism) while a separate water source is present. It will
also eliminate the possibility of downstream environmental impacts that could result
from the silt removal operation

The five drains associated with this project have been added to the IID’s Drain Water
Quality Improvement Plan (DWQIP). Biological and sediment testing are included

__in the DWQIP’s monitoring and reporting program as well as toxicity.testing of the

drain water A complete copy of the DWQIP will be forwarded to USFWS
See response H-2

IID has been in contact with the U S Army Corps of Engineers and fully intends to
comply with its process to determine if wetland delineation is required.

California Department of Water Resources

The correct range is 15 to 80 acres in size with capacities ranging from 30-500 acre
feet.

Comment noted Correction to the document has been made.

HD has been working in an emergency status since the first of this year in an effort

to raise existing dikes surrounding the Salton Sea in order to prevent the further
immdation of property. Although the Agricultural Drain Ponding Project is not part
of this emergency effort, the intent of the project is to create a greater surface area
for evaporation of drainage water to occur before the water is returned to the New
or Alamo Rivers and subsequently into the Salton Sea. This text has been included
int the main body of the Negative Declaration (page 3).

All ponds are designed as flow-through systems, and will incorporate a bypass system
such that no water will flow through the ponds during the cleaning process. This
design will allow for water to be drained from ponds and will eliminate the possibility
of downstream environmental impacts that could result from the silt removal
operation.

The five drains associated with this project have been added to the IID’s Drain Water
Quality Improvement Plan (DWQIP) Biological and sediment testing are included

15



I-5

I-6

1-7

1-9

I-10

I-11

in the DWQIP’s monitoring and reporting program as well as toxicity testing of the
drain water.

See response I-3  As previously stated, the five drains included in this project will be
monitored under the DWQIP.

Unlike the Kesterson Reservoir and Tulare Lake basin, all of the proposed ponds are
designed as flow-through systems and wili be monitored through the DWQIP in
conjunction with the RWQCB

The potential for human contact with drain water presently exists Creation of these
ponds will niot increase that potential. These ponds are merely increasing the holding
time of the water in the drains before releasing it into the New or Alamo Rivers
Health warnings are presently posted regarding the hazards of fish consumption from
drainage waters.

While there have been restrictions placed on this project to avoid impacts, based on
the initial study we believe these impacts are not significant therefore, no mitigation
1s necessary  However, As stated previously (response I-4 ), all drains included in this
project have been added to the DWQIP monitoring and reporting program in
conjunction with the RWQUCB’s request

Comment noted The correct response is “yes”, however, the discussion remains the
same

Comment noted. The correct response is “yes”, however, the discussion remains the
same

Comment noted However, 1ID believes that “maybe” is the appropriate answer
because we cannot predict the number of species that may or may not be flooded or
attracted to the area, or if aquatic species will establish at the site. In addition,
adeguate terrestrial habitat exists and will continue to exist adjacent to the pond sites

Comment noted.

Comment noted. The correct response is “maybe”, however, the discussion remains
the same.

Comment noted 1ID has held meetings with personnel from CDFG and USFWS to
discuss the possible beneficial and negative impacts. Because these ponds have been
designed as flow-through systems and have been included in the DWQIP, as well as
the small scale of this project, no significant impacts are expected 1D will continue
to work with USFWS to ensure that negative impacts, if any, will be kept at a level

16



I-13
Letter J

J-1

of insignificance
See response [-14
City of Imperial

No response necessary

17



Responses to Phoned Comments
David Bloxhan August 18, 1995 “Will ponds take out any cultivated farm land?”

No  All sites will be constructed in river bottom areas that historically have been idle or never
developed by agriculture These areas are mainly covered by salt cedar

Robert Wilson August 7, 1995 “Is a mosquito problem anticipated?”
No. Ponds will be designed as flow-through systems so that water will not stagnate and lend

to the breeding of mosquitos. Should a problem arise, mosquito abatement procedures will
be implemented





